By RICHARD He goes on to say if the navel string be broken then the proper weights must be tied to it. Both he and Celsus, who lived in the time of the Emperor Tiberius, would appear to have had no fear of manual removal of the placenta. Their methods read very similarly to those described in more modern journals and textbooks. Aetius in the fifth century realised the danger of overcoming a uterine contraction ring by force when endeavouring to reach the placenta. He stresses the need to desist rather than cause excessive " fatigue." This word evidently is a precursor of the modern term " obstetric shock." They also realised that a placenta could undergo autolysis and come away in the lochia without harm to the patient. Eucharius Rhodion, or Rosslin in 1532 in Germany, speaks of manual removal for postpartum haemorrhage, and most of the older writers mention traction on the cord in delivery of the placenta but condemn it in haemorrhage, and Ambroise Pare in the sixteenth century must have been the modern of his day as he advised immediate manual removal of the placenta after every delivery. These authors had no weapons against puerperal sepsis, and unfortunately have left no statistical reviews of their cases, but from their writings it is obvious that puerperal morbidity was high.
Smellie in the eighteenth century gives a description of management of the third stage and post-partum haemorrhage which is a delight to read, and his description of manual removal of the placenta might well be incorporated in every modern textbook. He stresses the need for deliberate and slow extraction of the child, which (De Lee-Greenhill, 1947) (Table II) . (Table IV) . He cordially agreed, and if he had such a case from outside, he had no hesitation at all in extracting the placenta immediately after the delivery of the child. In the past he had had to buy his experience with one or two lives.
